“HAT is it to you
That children starve in a land of

G

plenty
That girls are driven to the street
for food and shelter
And idle men ramp unused acres
And broken homan lives strew every pathway—
What is it to You? '

Not only the rich are guilty

i the pauperism that degrades humanity

But You, and all, who assent,

“Who do less than the most you can do

To stay it.  Your hands are red

Witk the blood of discouraged, starved,

- Women; children, and men—your own kin.
The guilt is Yours especially who Knowing

The cause of pauperism

Do less than you might do to stay it.

What is if to you that children starve

Women whore, men steal or beg or tramp

Merely for bread-—in a land of Wondrous Plenty—
What is it to You? '

Against all
that limits Man

By HENRY GEORGE
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-TTQA-&&@H@ to every adult the power to own his own home and divect his own life
and work; te abolish land monopoly, wage slavery, disemployment and pau-
“o perism, by spplying the Golden Rule at the base of life—
| The People of he State of Californie do enact s Folivws:
- Article ZUT of the Constitution is hereby amended by the following section:
{3&} and affer ﬁ&nﬂ&ry 1, 1920, a1l public revenues, siate, county, wunicipal and
district, ghall be m%w_d by taxation of the value of land irrespective of M DT VR
ments thereon, and no other tax shall be levied, ' '
The intent of this amendwent is to prevent the holding of land out of use for

manity purposes. _
All laws in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.

Who will work for a Free Barth— .
To establish the rule thai no one shail hold more land than he nees
Who will—Work l—not merely talk and attend lectires and banguets— who will
work - '
"o end poverty quickly by establishing the rule and the law—
That the Barth shall be open to all on equal terms? '

Whoe will do s share Now—
Here in California at This Moment
Yor ine Land Valaes Taxation Amendment. _
To abolish basic laws and castoms that pauperize the many by giving the land
and 3ts resources to a few monopolists and speculators— )

Who will Work now to establish the rule of a Free Earth?
Who will give all he can— ‘ . T i
Of himsel¥, his talents, his time, his thought, his cash, and his energy—
_ Whatever he has fo give—give it freely, finely, generously, -
For no private gain higher or lower =~ - - _
Than the satisfaction of doing.his utmast to halt the starving of childven, The
prostitution of maids, the wage sluveries of men and women, the disemploy-
ment of ‘millicng— Who will give and work Now?

Here in California {and in Oregon and in Texag)—
Here we have dravwm & Humap Bill —a people’s measure to be enacted by
the People~%. e T B :
A bill that says in eggence: “Use your land or get off it and let some one else
use I—use the oil, coal, timber, ores of the earth or vield the titles by
wiich you hold them idle!” o : -

By the terms of this bill the People assert (grant and establish to themaselves)
To the Whole People on BEgual Terms :
The earth and itg resourcesl—
Grant and Establish to Themselves at least the iegzal power to control and share
fairly the land and its produce. : -
If other power than legal power =
Bhall be necessary fo open the earth o man
We shall be thrice armed and doubly strong
For having taken the legal power Together!

Here now is the struggle for a Free Earth What will You do to further it?

speculdtion and to apply the land values which the community creates o come
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The ditthe-bit-at-a-time crowd has pstered
aitt. The tack-hammer method of tackling the
ifle of the wortd is ohvicusly fesble and futile
Thare iz 3 teuth big encugh to do the work and
do it guick, or there is no hope for us.

—EBERT T TOWNEL

Hntered in post office 8% Los Angelss as second nlass mailing maiter.

Vol 12 {Year $1.00)

JANUARY 1917

{Copy 10 ces.) Mo, 1
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An address at Burlington, Iowa, 1885, for the Enighits of Labox

By HENRY GEORGE

~ HE thing of things I should like to
show you is that poverty is a crime. I
do not mean that it is a crime to be
poor. Murder is a crime; but it is not a crime
to be murdered; and a man who is in poverty
T look upon not as a criminal in himself so
much as the victim of a crime for which others,
as well, perhaps, as himself, are responsible.
That poverty is a curse, the bitterest of curses,
we all know. Carlyle was right when he said
that the hell of which Englishmen were most
afraid was the hell of poverty; and this is true,
not of Englishmen alone, but of people all over
the civilized world, no matter what their na-
tionality. It is to escape this hell that we
strive and strzin and struggle; and work on
oftentimes in blind habit long after the neces-
sity for work iz gone. _

The curse born of poverty is not confined
to the poor alone; it runs through all classes,
even fo the very rich. They, too, suffer; they
must suffer; for there cannot be suffering in a
community from which any class can totally
escape. The vice, the crime, the ignorance,
the meanness, born of poverty, poison, so to
speak, the very air which rich and poor alike
must breathe.

I walked down one of your streets this morn-
ing, and I saw three men going along with
their hands chained together. I knew for cer-
tain that those men were not rich men:; and,
altho I do not know the offence for which
they were carried in chains thru your streets,
this, I think, I can safely say, that, if you
trace it up you will find it'in some way to
spring from poverty. Nine-tenths of human

misery, I think you will find, if you look, to be
due to poverty. If a man chooses to be poor,
he commits no crime in being poor, provided
his poverty hurts no one but himself. 1§ »
man has others dependent upon him; if there
are a wife and children whom it iz his duty o
support, then, if he voluntarily chooses pover-
ty, it is a crime—ay, and I think that, in most
cases, the men who have no one to suppaort but
themselves are men that are shitking their
duty.

A woman comes into the world for every
man; and for every man who lives a single
itfe, caring oﬁly for himself, there iz soms
woman who is deprived of her natural sup-

‘porter. But while a man who chooses to be

poor cannot be charged with crime, it iz cer-
tainly a crime to force poverty on others, And
it seems to me clear that the grea: majority
of those who suffer from poverty are poor not
from their own particular faults, but because
of conditions imposed by society at large.
Therefore, I hold that poverty is a crime-—not
an individual crime, but a social ¢rime; a crims
for which we all, poor as well as rich, are ve-
sponsible.

Two or three weeks ago I went one Sunday
evening to the church of a famous Brooklyn
preacher. Mr. Sankey was singing, and zome-
thing like a revival was going on there. The
clergyvman told some anecdotes connected with
the revival, and recounted some of the reasons
why men failed ic become Chiistians. Une
case he mentfioned struck me. He said he had
noticed on the outskiris of the congregation,
night after night, 2 man whe lstened intently,
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ang who gradually moved forward. One night,
the clergyman said, he went to him saying,
"My brother, are vou not ready io becoms a
Christian?”  The man said, no he was not
He said it, not in a defiant tone, but in a sor-
rowiul tone. The clergyman asked him why,
whether he did not beleve In the truths he had
Been hearing? VYes, he heleved them all
Why, then, woulds’s he become a Christian?
“Well” he said, “I can't join the church with-
out giving up my business; and it is necessary
for the support of my wife and children. If I
give that up, I don’t know how in the world
T can get along. I had a hard time before 1
found my present business, and I cannot aford
to give it up. Vet I can’t become a Christian
}vithﬂm giving it up.” The clergyman asked,
‘Are vou a rume-selier?” Mo, he was not a
rum-seller. Well, the clergyman said, he didn’t
know what in the world the man could be: it
seemicd 1o him that a rwm-seller was the only
man who doss a business that would wrevent
hr’és bBecoming s Christian: and he hnally gaid,
“What is yvour business?’ The man said, “I
sell soap.” “Soap!” exclaimed the clergyman,
“you seil scap? How in the world does that
prevent you becoming a Christian?”  “Well”
*f:ha man said, “it is this way; the soap I sell
15 one of these patent soaps that are extensives
ly advertised as enabling you to clean clothes
very quickiy; ss  costaining no deleterions
compound whatever, Every cake of the soap
1 sell is wrapped in a paper on which is primted
& staterment that it containg no injurious chem-
icals, whereas the truth of the matter is that it
does, and that tho it will take the dirt out of
the clothes pretty gquickly, it will, in a Hitle
while, rot them completely cut. 1 have to
md”«;e ey Hving in this way: and I cannot feel
that I cen 2 2 Christian if I sell that
soar.” ter went on, describing how
E}@ labored wessiully with that man, and
finally wount by saving, “Ie stuck to his
soap, and lost his soul”

But, if that man lost his soul, was it his fault
alone? Wheose fault is it that social conditions
are such that men have to wake that tervible
!:E'h(}l{‘.ﬂ between what conscience tells them is
right, and the necessity of earning a living?
L hold that it is the fault of society ; that it is
the fault of us all. Pestilence is a curse. Tha
man who would bring cholera to this couniry,
or the Mman who, having the power to prevent
s corming here, would make no effort to do
50, would be guilty of a crime, Poverty is
worse than cholera; poverty kills raore people
than pestilence, even in the best of fimes.
Look at the death statistics of our cities; see
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where the deaths come quickest; see where it
is that littde children dic Bike fHes—it 15 in the
poorer quaarters. And the man who looks with
careless eyes upen the ravages of this pesti-
lence; the man who doss not set himself o
stay and eradicate it, he, I say, is guoilty of a
crims,

1f poverty is appeinted by the power which
is zhove us all, then it is no crime; but if pov-
erty is unnecessary, then it is a crimne for
whick society is responsible, and for which
society must suffer.

I kold, and I think ne one who Tooks at the
tacts can fail to see, that poverty is utterly un-
necessary. It ds not by the decree of the Al-
mighty, but it is because of our own injustice,
our own seifshness, our owa ignorance, that
this soourge, worse than any pesiilence, rav-
ages our civilization, bringing want and suf-
fering and degradation, destroying souls as
well as bodiss. Look over the world, in this
heyday of nineteenth century civilization. In
every civilized country under the sun you will
find men and wormen whose condition is worse
thar that of the savage; men and women and
little children with whom the veriest savage
could not afford {o exchange. Even in this
new city of yours, with virgin soil around voun,
vou have had thiz winter {o institute a relief
society.  Your roads have besen Glled with
tramps, fHitsen; I am told, at one time taking
shelter in a reund-house here.  As here, 30
everywhere; and poverty is  deepest where
wealth mest abounds.

What more unnatural than this? There is
nothing in nature like this poverty which to-
dav curses us. We see rapine in nature: we
see one species destroying another; but as a
general thing animals do not feed on their own
kind; and, wherever we see one kind enjoying
plenty, all individuals of tha: kind share it
No man, I think, ever saw a herd of buffalo,
of which a few wers fat and the great majority
lean. Mo man sver saw a fock of birds, of
which two or three were swimming in grease,
and the others all skin and bone. Nor in zav-
age life is there anything like the poverty that
festers in our civilization.

In a rude state of sgoiety there are seasons
of want, seasons when people starve; but they
are seasons when the earth has refused to
yvield her increase, when the rain has not fal-
lent irom the heavens, or when the land has
been swept by some foe—not when there is
plenty; and yet the peculiar characteristic of
this modern poverty of ours is, that it is deep-
est where wealth most abounds.

Why, today, while over the sivilized world
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there is so much distress, so mawch want: what
is the cry that goes yp? What is the current
explanation of the hard times? Ovsrproduc-
zion! There are so many clothes that men
must go ragged; so much coal that in the bit-
ter winters people have to shiver; such over-
filled granaries that people actually die by
starvation! Want due to over-production!
Was a greater absurdity ever uttered? How
can there be over-production ¢till =zll have
enough? It is not over-production; it is un-
just distribution.

Poverty necessary! Why, think of the enocr-
mous powers that are latent in the buman
brain! Think how invention enables us to do
with the power of one man, what not long
ago could not be done by the power of a thou-
sand. Think that in England alone the steam
machinery in operation ig said to exert a pro-
ductive force greater than the physical force

o

§ the population of the world, were they all
adults. And yvet we have only begun to invent
and discover. We have not vet utilized all
that has already bsen invented and discovered,
And look at the powers of the earth, They
have hardly been touched. In every direction
as we look, new resources seem 0 open. Man's
ability to preduce wealth seeimns alimost infinige
—we can set no bounds to it. Look at the
power that is flowing by vour city in the cur-
rent of the Mississippi that might be set ag
work for you.

So, in every direction, energy that we might
utilize goes to waste; resources that we might
draw upon are untouched. Yet wmen are delv-
ing and straining to satisfy mere animal wants;
women are working, working, working their
lives away, and too frequently turning in des-
pair from that hard struggle to cast away zll
that makes the charm of woman.

The Human Sacrifice for Profit

If the animals can reason, what must they
think of us? Look at one of those great ocean
steamers ploughing her way acrcss the At-
lantic, against wind, against wave, absolutely
setting at defiance the utmost power of the
elements. If the gulls that hover over her
were thinking beings could they imagine that
the animal that could create such a structure
as that could actually want for enough to eat?
Yet, so it is. How manyv even of those-of us
who find life easiest are there who really live
a rational #ife? Think of it, you who believe
that there is crly one life for man—what a fool
at the very best is a man to pass his life in
this struggle merely to live? And you who be-
lieve, as I believe, that this is not the last of
‘man, that this is a life that opens but another
life, think how nine-tenths, ay, I do not know
but ninety-nins-hundredths, of all our wital
powers are spent in a mere effort to get a liv-
ing; or to heap together that which we cannot
by any possibility take away. Take the life of
the average working man. Is that the life for
which the human brain was intended and the
human heart was made? Look at the factories
scattered thru our country. They are little
better than penitentiaries.

I read in the New York papers a while ago
that the girls at the Yonkers' factories had
struck. The papers said that the girls did not
seem to know why they had struck, and inti-
mated that it must be just for the fun of swrik-
ing. Then came out the gitls’ side of the
story, and it appeared that they had strock

against the rules in force. They were fined
if they spoke to onme another, and they were
fined still more heavily if they laughed. There
was a heavy fine for being a minute late. I
visited a lady in Philadelphia who had been a
forewoman in various factories, and I asked
her, “Is it possible that such sules are en-
forced?” She said it was so in Philadelphia.
There is a fine for speaking to your next neigh-
bor, a fine for laughing; and she told me that
the girls in one place where she was employed
were fined ten cents a minute for being lats,
tho many of them had to come for miles in
winter storms, She told me of cne poor girl
who really worked hard one week and made
$3.50; but the fines agairist ker were $525
That seems ridiculous; it is ri ous, but iz
is pathetie, and it is shamefol

But take the cases of tho
comparatively independent :
is a man working hour after hour, day aiter
day, week after week, in doing one thing over

sven who are
ell off. Heore

and over again, and for what? jJust to live
He is working ten hours a day in oyder that
ar three

he may sleep eight, and may have two
hours for himself when he is tired out and all
his faculties are exhausted. That 15 not & rea-
sonable life; that is not a Hie for a being pos-
gessed of the powers that are in man, and i
think every man must have felt it for himself.
I know that when I firsi went to my irade I
thought to myself that it was incredible that a
man was created to work all day long just o
live, T used to read the “Scientific American,”
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and as ipveniion alter invention was heralded
irn thar n: ;& oused o think o sysell that
when I became g man it would not be necog-
sary to work so hard,  But, on the conirary,
the stragyile for emistence has bscome more
and more intense. Frople who want to prove
the contrary get up masses of statistics to
show that the condifion of the working classes
is improving. Improvement that you have to
take a statistical smicroscope to discover does
not amount to anvihing, But there i3 not im-
provement, ,

Tmprovement! Why, according to the last
report of the Michigan Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics, as { read vesterday in a Detrsit paper,
taking all the tfrades, including some of the
very high priced ones, where the wages are
from $6 to $7 a day, the average samings
amount to $177, and taking out waste time,
to $1.40. Now when you consider how a man
can live and bring up 2 family on $1.40 a day,
even in Michigan, I do not think you will con-
clude that the condition of the working classes
can have very much improved.

Here iz a broad general fact that is asserted
by all who have investigated the question, by
such men as Hallam, the historian, and Pro-
fessor Thorold Rogers, who has made a study
of the history of prices zs they were five cen-
turies agn. When al} the productive arts were
in the most primitive state, when the most
prolific of our modern vegetables had not been
introduced, when the breeds of cattle were
small and pocr, when there were hardly any
roads, and transporiation was emﬁefimwly dif-
ficult, when all masofacturing was done by
hand—in that rude time the condition of the
laborers of England was far hetter than it is
today. In those rude times no man need fear
want save when actual famine came, and ow-
ing to the dilficulties of transportation the
plenty of one district could not relieve the
scarcity of another. Save in such times no
man need fear want, Pauperism, such ag ex-
ists in modern times, was absolutely unknown.
Yvery one, save the physicaily disablad, could
make 2 living, and the poorest lived in rude
plenty. But, perhaps, the most astonishing
fact brought to light by this investigation is
that at that time, under those conditions, in
those “dart ages” as we call them, the work-
ing day was only cight hours, While, with all
our modern inventions and improvements, our
working classes have been agitating and strug-
giing in vain to get the working day reduced
to eight hours,

Do these facts show improvements? Why,
in the rudest state of society, in the most prim-

itive siate of the arts, the labor of the natura
bread-winner will suffice to provide a living
for himself and for those who are dependent
upon him. Amid all our inventions there are
large bodies of men who cannot do this. What
is the most astonishing thing in our civiliza-
tion? Why, the most astonishing thing to
those Sioux chiefs who were recently brought
from the Far West and taken through our
manufacturing cities in the East, was not the
marvelouns inventions that enabled machinery
to act almost ag if it had intellect; it was not
the growth of our cities; it was not the speed
with which the railway car whirled along; it
was not the telegraph or the telephone that
most agtonished them, but the fact that amid
this marvelous development of productive
power, they found little children at work. And
astonishing that ought to be to us; a most as-
tounding thing!

Talk about improvement in the condition of
the working classes, when the facts are that a
larger and larger proportion of women and
children are forced to teil. Why, I am told
that, even here in your own city, there are
children of thirteen and fourteen working in
factories. In Detroit, according to the report
of the Michigan Bureau of Labor Statistics,

one-half of the children of school age do not.

go to school. In Mew Jersey, the report made
to the legislature discloses an amount of mis-
ery and ignorance that is appaliing. Children
are growing up thers, compelled to monot-
onous toil when they ought to be at play; chil-
dren who do not know how to play; children
who have been so long accustomed to work
that they have become used to it; children
growing up in such ignorance that they do not
know what country New Jersey is in, that they
never heard of George Washington, that some
of them think Europe is in New York. Such
facts are appalling; they mean that the very
foundations of the republic are being sapped.
The dangercus man is not the man who tries
to excite discontent; the dangerous man is the
man who says that all is as if ought to be.
Such a state of things cannot continue; such
tendencies as we see at work here cannot go
on without bringing at last an overwhelming
crash.

I say that all this poverty and the ignorance
that flows from it is unnecessary; I say that
there is no natural reason why we should not
all be rich, in the sense, not of having more
than each other, but in the sense of all having
enough to satisfy completely all physical
wants; of all having enough to get such an
easy living that we could develop the bettes

part of humanity. Thers
swealth shouid not be so :
one should think of such a thma as =14ﬂe chil-
dren at work, or a woman compelled 20 a toil
that nature never intended her to perform;
wealth so abundant that there would be no
cause for that harassing fear that sometimes
paralyzes even those who are not considered
“the poor,” the fear that every man of us has
probably felt, that if sickness should smite
him, or if he should be taken away, those
whom he loves better than his life would be-
come charges upon charity. “Consider the
lilies of the field, how they grow; they toil
not, neither do they spin.” I believe that in a

really Christian community, in a society that .

honored not with the lips but with the act, the
doctrines of Jesus, ne one would have occasion
to worry about physical needs any tmore than

Life Harder Than

Take that fact I have spoken of, that ap-
palling fact that, even now, it is harder to live
than it was in the ages dark and rude five cen-
turies ago—how do you explain it? There is
no difficulty in finding the cause. Whoever
reads the history of England, or the history
of any other civilized nation (but I speak of
the history of England because that is the his-
tory with which we are best acquam‘red) will
see the reason. For century after cs:ntury a
Parliament composed of aristocrats and em-
ployers passed laws endeavoring to reduce
wages, but in vain. Men could not be crowded
down to wages that gave a mere living because
the bounty of nature was not wholly shut up
from them; because some remains of the rec-
ognition of the truth that all men have equal
rights on the earth still existed; because the
land of that couniry, that which was held in
private possession, was only held on a tenure
derived from the nation, and for a rent paya-
ble back to the nation. The church lands sup-
ported the expenses of public worship, of the
maintenance of seminaries, and the care of the
poor; the crown lands defrayed the expenses
of the civil list; and from a third portion of the
lands, those held under military tenures, the
army was provided for. There was no na-
tional debt in England at that time. They
carried on wars for hundreds of years, but at
the charge of the landowners. And, more im-
portant still, there remained everywhere, and
you can see in every old English town thesir
traces to this day, the common lands to which
any of the neighborhood was free. It was as

.abolished one rude form

. we trampie in the mire what has be@n
providui in ciency for us all: wample 1t
in the mire while we tear and rend each other.

Thers is a cauze for this poverty [ and if you
trace it down, you will find its root in a pri-
mary injustice. Look over the world today—
poverty everywhere, The cause must he a
commion one. You cannot attribute it to the
tariff, or to the form of government, or to thia
thing or to that in which naticns difer: be-
cause, as deep poverty is couvmon to them all
the cause that produces it must be & common
cause. What is that common cause? There
is one sufficierit cause that is common o all
nations; and that is, the appm;)""iaﬁgn as ﬁm

which and from which, all must live.

in the Dark Ages

those lands were enclosed; it was as the com-
mons were gradually monopolized, as  the
church lands were made the prey of gresdy
courtiers, as the crown lands were given away
as absolute property to the faveorites of the
king, ag the military tenants shirked their
rents, and laid the expenses they had agreed
to defray upon the nation in taxation, ihat
bore upon industry and upon thrift-it was
then that poverty began to deepen, and the
tramp appeared in England, just as today be
is appearing in our new States.

Now, think of it——is not land moncpolization
a sufficient reason for poverty? What iz man?
In the first place, he is an animei, 2 lznd an-
imal, whe cannot live without Ia Al that
man produces comes from land, 2
labor in the final analysis consist
up land; or materials are drawn iro
such forms as fit them for th
human wants and desires. Wk
bedy is drawn from the land. Chi
soil, we come from the land, a
we must return. Take away {ro
belongs to the land, and what hav
disembodied spirit? Therefors, he wi
the land on which and ifroem
man must live, is that man's m
man is his slave. The man who hoids
on which I must live can ¢ :
or to death just as absolutely
his chattel. Talk aboui
we have not abolished s

E}

f“duﬁ:i« g
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There is a deeper and more ins Fious f@';"m_,
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4 moers cursed form yet before vs to ebolisiy,
in this industrial slavery that makes & man a
wirtual slave, while taunting him and mocking
him with the name of freedom. FPoverty!l
want! they will sting as rmuch as the lash.
Slaveryi God knows there are horrors enough
in slavery; but there are deeper horrors in our
civilized society today. Bad as chattel slavery
was, it did not drive slave mothers to kill their
children, vet vou may read in official reports
that the system of child insurance, which has
taken root so strongly in Hngland, and which
is now spreading over our Fastern Ztates, has
perceptibly and largely increased the rate of
child mortality —%What does that mean?

Fobinson Trusos, as you know, when he
rescued Friday from the cannibals, made him.
kis slave. Friday had to serve Crusos. But,
supposing Crusoe had said, “Ob, man and
brother, I am very glad to see you, and I wel-
come you to thiz island, and you zhsll be a free
and independent citizen, with just as much to
‘say as I have——except that this istand is mine
—-and, of course, as ¥ can do as I please with
My oWn property, vol must not use it save
upon my terms,” Friday would have been just
as mmeh Crusce's siave as tho he had called
him one. Friday was not a fish, he could not
swim off thro the sea; be was not a bird
and could not fly off thra the air; if he lived at
ali, he had to live on that island. And if that
island was Crusce’s, Crusoe was his master
thru life to death.

A friend of mine, who believes as I do upon
this question, was talking s while ago with
another friend of mine who is a greenbacker,
but who had not paid much attention to the
land question. Our greenbacker friend said,
“¥es, ye5, the land gquesiion iz an important
question; oh, I admit that the land question is
a very important question; but then there are
other important gquestions, There is this ques-
tion, and that guestion, and the other ques-
tlon, and thers is the money question. The

3 ion i3 4 very important question;

sottant gt :stion than the land
e h.el the money, and
u can take =l the land.” My friend said,
i s had all the money in the
the land in the world, what
re 1o give you notice to

-

"ﬁc vou know that 1 4o not think the aver-
man realizes what Iand 21 I lnow a lit-
tie giv! who has been geing to school for some
Hime, studying b@w raphy, and ail that sort of
thing: and one day she sald to me: “Here is

something about the surface of the earth, I

wonder what the surface of the earth looks
like?” “Well,” I said, “look out into the yard
there. That is the surface of the earth.” She
said, “That the surface of the 2arth? Our yard
the surface of the earth? Why, I never thought
of it!” That is very much the cass not only
with grown men, but with zuch wise beings
as newspaper editors. They seem to think,
when you talk of land, that you always refer
o farms; to think that the land question is a
guestion that relates entirely to farmers, as

the land had no other use than growing

crops. Mow, I sheuld like to know how a man
could even edit @ newspaper without having
the use of some land., FHe might swing him-
self by straps and go up in a balloon, but he
conld not even then get along without land.
What supports the balloon in the air? Land;
the striace of the earth. Let the earth drop,
and what would become of the balloon? The
alr that supports the balloon is supported in
turn by land. So it is with everything else
men ¢an do. Whether a man is working away
three thousand fest under the surface of the
earth, or whether he i3 working up in the top
of one of those immense buildings they have
in Wew York, whether he is ploughing the soil
or sailing the ocean, he is still using land.

Landi Why, in owning a piece of ground,
what do vou own? The Ee;wyers will tell you
that you own from the center of the =arth right
up to heaven; and, so far as all human pur-
poses go, you do. In New YVeark they are build-
ing houses thirteen and fourtesn stories high.
What are men, living in those upper stories,
paving for? There is a friend of mine who has
an office in one of them, and he estimatas that
ke pays by the cubic foot for air. Well, the
man who owns the surface of the jand has the
renting of the air up there, and would have
if the building were carried up for miles.

This land question is the bottom guestion.
Man is a land animal. bunposw vou want to
build a house; can you build it without a niace
to put it? What is it built of? Stons, or mor-
tar, or wood, or iron—ikey all come from the
earth. Think of any aiticle of wealth vou
choose, any of those things which men stiug-
gle for, where do they come from? From the
land. It is the bottom question.

The land question is simply the lahor gue
tion; and when some meén own that element
from which all wealth must be dvawr&p apd
upon which all must live, then they have the
power of living without work, and, Liﬁ?i@iiﬁ'ﬁ;
those who do work get less of the producis
of work.

Did you ever think of the ufter absurdity
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and strangeness of the fact that, all over the
civilized world, the working classes are the
poor classes? Go into any city in the world,
and get into a cab, and ask the man to drive
you to where the working people live;he won't
take you to where the fine houses are; he will
take you, on the contrary, into the squalid
quarters, the poorer quarters. Did you ever
think how curious that is? Think for a mo-
ment how it would strike a rational being who
had never bzen on the earth before, if such an
inteiligence could come down, and you were to
explain to him how we live on earth, how
houses, and food and clothing, and all the
many things we need, are all produced by
work, would he not think that the working
people would be the people who lived in the
finest houses and had most of everything that
work produces? Yet, whether you took him
to London or Paris, or New York, or even to
Burlington, he would find that those called
working people were the people who lived in
the poorest houses.

All this is strange—just think of it. We
naturally despise poverty; and it is reasonable
that we should. I do not say—1I distinctly re-
pudiate it—that the people who are poor are
poor always from their own fault, or even in
most cases; but it ought to be so. If any good
man or woman had the power to create a
world, it would be a sert of a world in which
noe one would be poor unless he was lazy or
vicious. But that is just precisely the kind of
a world that this is; that is just precisely the

At the Bottom of

We talk about over-production. How can
there be such a thing as over-production while
people want? All these things that are said
to be over-produced are desired by many peo-
ple. Why do they not get them? They do not
get them because they have not the means to
buy them; not that they do net want them.
Why have they not the means to buy them?
They earn too little. When great masses of
men have to work for an average of $1.40 a
day, it is no wonder that great quantities of
goods cannot be sold.

Now, why is it that men have to work for
such low wages? Because, if they were to de-
mand higher wages, there are plenty of unem-
ployed men ready to step into their places. It

ba this mass of mlcmp}oyvd men who ¢

& g apetition that ded down
e the point of bare subsistence. Why is it
that there are men who cannot get employ-

kind of a world that the C;ae’mz has made
Nature gives te labor, and to labor alone; there
must be human work before any article of
wealth can be produced; and, in a2 natural siate
of things, the man who toiled honestly and
well would be the rick man, and he who did
not work would be peor. “We have so reversed
the order of nature, that we are accustomed
to think of a working-man as a poor man.

And if you trace it out I believe you will see
that the primary cause of this is that we com-
pel those who work to pay others for permis-
sion to do so. You buy a ceal, a horse, a
house; there you are paying the seller for la-
bor exerted, for something that he has pro-
duced, or that he has got from the man who
did produce it; but when you pay a man for
land, what are you paying him for? You pay
him for something that no man produced; you
pay him for something that was hesre befors
man was, or for a value that was created, net
by him individually, but by ths community
of which vou are a part. What iz the reason
that the land here, where we stand tonight, is
worth more than it was twenty-five vears ago?
What is the reason that land in the center
of New York, that once could bz bought by the
mile for a jug of whisky, is now worth so much
that, the you were to cover it with gold, vou
would not have itg value? Is it not bocaose of
the increase of population? Take zway that
population, and where would the value of the
land be?

Look at it in any way you pleaze

Social Questions

ment? Did you ever think what a sirange
thing it is that men cannot find employment?
Adam had no difficulty in fading employment;
neither had Robinson Crusoe: iding of
employment was the last thing ithat troubled
them.

If men cannot fnd ap emp!
they not employ themselv
they are shut out fromn the «f @;wm o
human labor can «11(:@35: §*e :
compelled to compsie
wages of an ey
robbed of the
ing themselv
piece of God

W E“j CRRE

3% EVETE atter Yo
-zl ipjustice, there

ekl not s i do; but this I do
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Frenn Lo 527,
the botiom i« iu%tz This ¥ da
mean to say, that, do what you ,agcaae, reform
as you may, you never can get nd of wide-
spread poverty so long as. the sisment om
wi@ich, and from whick, sl men must live is

sitvate property of some men. It s
u‘iu:? 1y 311’%;;0:;;;1135& Eeform government-—get
taxes down o the mindmume-—build raiiways;
institute co-operative stores; divide profits,
if vou choose,.. betwesn. cmployers and em-
ploved—and what will be the rvesult? The
result will be that land will increase in value
wwthint will be the resuli—that. and.. nothing
glse. Experience shows this. Do not all im-
provements simply increase the value of land
—giie price that some must pay others for the
privilege of living?

Consider the matter. I say it with all rev-
erence, and merely say it because I wish to
impress a truth upon yeur minds—it is utterly
impossible, so long as His laws are what they
are, that God Himselfl could relieve poverty—
utterly impossible. Think of i, and you will
ses. Men pray to the Almighty to relieve pov-
erty. Bat poverty comes not from God’s laws
~~it is biasphemy of the worst kind to say that;
it comes from man’s injustice to his fellows.
Supposing the ﬁurwi‘*ty were {o hear the
prayer, bow could He carry out the requests
86 long as His laws are what they are? Con-
sider—the Almighty gives us nething of the
things that constitute weslth; He merely gives

us the raw maierial, which must be utilized

by man fo produce weaith. I’nes He not give
us enough of that now? How could He ralieve
poverty even if He were o give us more?
Supposing in answer o i'"‘s%(, nrayers, ha
were to incresse

virtues of the soil? E%up;}oging }M wers o
make plants more prolific, er andmals to pro-
duce after their kind more abundantly? “Who
wotld get the benefit of 1t7 Take a country
where land is comale’t&ly monopolized, as it is
in most of me civilized countries—whe would
get the hen it? Himply the land-owners.
And ev answer to prayer, were o
send do rens those things that
t the beneit?
told that, when
11 the desert,

the
they were hus
ocut of the heavens—monsa,  There was
snough for all of them, and they all tack it and
were relieved.  But, supp g that desert had
been held as pm::ﬂ;e property, as the soll of
Great Britain is held; as the soil even of our
aew Btates is being held. Bupposing that one

. 1 ’lﬂfﬁhaﬂ el
had a nundred square miles, and the great ma-
jority of the Israelites did not have enough to
set the soles of their feet upon, which they
could call their own—what would become of
the manna? What good would it have dons
to the majority? Not a whit. Tho God
had sent down manna enough for all, that

manna would have been the property of the’
landholders; they would have employed some
of the others, perhaps, to gather it up in heaps

for them, and would have sold it to the hun-
gry brethren. Consider it; this purchase and
sale of manna might have gone on until the
majority of the Israclites had given up all they
had, even to the clothes off their backs. What
then? Well, then they would not have had
anything left with which to buy manna, and
the conzzquence would have been that while
they went hungry the manna would be lying
in great heaps, and the landowners would be
complaining about the over-production of man-
no. ‘There would have been a great harvest
of manna and hungry people, just precisely
the phenomenon that we see today.

I cannot 2o over all the points I would like
ta; but I wish to call your attention to the
utter absurdity of private property in land!l
Why, consider it—ihe idea of a man selling
the earth——the earth, cur common mother. A
man- selling that which no man produced. A
man passing title from ons generation to an-
other. Why, it is the most absurd thing in
the world. Did you ever think of this? What
right has a dead man to land? For whom
was this earth created? It was created for the
living, certainly not for the dead. Well, now,
we ireat it as tho it was crzated for the
dead. Where de our land titles come from?
‘they come from men who, for the most part,
have passed and gone. Here, ir this new cotn-
'y, you get a little nearer the criginal source;
but go to the Eastern States, and so over the
Atlantic. There you may clearly ses the power
that comes from land-ownevship,

As I say, the man that owns the land is the
master of those who must Live on it. Here is
a modern instance: you who are familiar with
the history of the Scottish church know that in
the forties there was a disruption in the church.
You who have read Hugh Miller's work on
“The Cruise of the Betsy” know something
about it; how a great body, led by Dr, Chal-
mers, camie out from the Establi
and said they would set up a
In the Established Church were =
of the landowners. Some of them, like the

e S

e,
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iniles
man had a
right to put his foot zave b the Duke of
Buccleuch’s permission. These lsndawners
refused not only te allow these Free Church-
men to have ground upon which to erect a
church, but they would not let them stand on
their land and worship God. You who have
read “The Cruise of the Betsy” know that it
is the story of a clergyman who was obliged
to make his home in a boat on the wild sea,
because he was not allowed to have land

Not Land, but Its

But that is not what I wanted to tell you.
The thing that struck me was this significant

fact: as soon as the disruption occurred the

Free Church, composed of a great many able
men, at once sent a deputation to the landlords

-to ask permission for Scotsmen to worship

God in Scotland and in their own way. This
deputation set out for London—they had to
go to London, England, to get permission for
Scotsmen to worship God in Scotland and in
their own native homel

But that is not the most absurd thing. In
one place, when they were refused land upon
which to stand and worship God, the late land-
owner had died and his ¢ztate was in the hands
of the trustees, and the answer of ths trustees
was that, so {ar as they wseie concerned, they
would exceedingly like to allow them to have
a place to put up a church to worship, but they
could not conscientiously do it, because they
knew that such a course would be very dis-
pleasing to ths late Mr. Monaltie! - Now, this
dead man had gone to heaven, let us hope; at
any rate he hkazd gone away from this world,
but, lest it might displease him, men yet living
could not worship Geod. Is it possible for ab-

‘surdity to go any further?

You may say that those Scottish people are
a very absurd people, but they are not a whit
more $0 than we are: I read only a little while
ago of some Long Island fishermen who had
been paying a rent for the privilege of fishing
there, a certain part of the catch. They paid it
because they believed that James II, a dead
man centuries ago, a man who never put his
foot in America, a king who was kicked off the
English throne, had said they had to pay it,
and they got up a commitiee, went to the
county town and searched the records. They
could not find anything in the records to show

that James II. had ever ordered that they-

should give any of their fish to anybody, and

s the peonle
tide com-
ing 1o wu? %i;mea—»rzﬂag:y a man lost his life
worshipping on the roads, in the rain and
sugw. They were not permitted to go on My,
Landlord's land and wership God, and had to
take to ithe reads. The Duke of Bucclesch
stood out for seven years, compelling people to
worsiip on the roads, until finaily, relenting a
little, he aliowed them (o do s in 2 gravel piy;
wherenpon they passed a resslution of thanks
to his Grace.

Income and Yalue

Fur if
ad really said
£ of paying,

so they refused to pay any longer.
they had found that james T1. hs
they should, they would have gor
Can anything be more absurd?
There is a square in New ¥Vork—Stuyvesant
Square—it is locked up at sixz o'clock every
evening, even on long summer evenings. Why
is it locked up? Why are the children not
allowed to play there? Wh *y’ ba‘fﬂd‘% oid E%!i;r

many years ago, so w1iled it ﬁaw: can any-
thing be more absurd? Vet that iz not any
more absurd than our land titles. From whom
do they come? Dead man ajter r”iﬂw‘z man.
Suppose you get on the cars nere going o
Council Bluffs or Chicage.
senger with his baggage strewt
You say, “Will you give me
please, sir?” e replies, “No: § bt this
seat.” “Bought this seat? ¥From whom did
you buy it?” “I bought it from a%m

got out at the last station.” That iz b
manage this earth of ours.

Is it not a self-evident wuth, as ¥
Jefferson said, that “the Iand b
usufruct to the living,” and that they wih
died have left it, and have no 3
how it shall be disposed
Where can a2 man get any
the earth his propertv?

There is a sacred «
bccause ordained by i

rests on the 1
which a man
the world, <o

eathi;
“"h&_n 1‘3.

¥ to land rest ondy on
. o L o
tion. 1 ;x,ad it & recent number of e
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teents Lentury,” possibly some of you have
read it, an article by an ex-Prime Minister of
Ausiralia, in which there was a little story that

attracted my attention. It was of 2 man named -

{ralahard, whe, in the sarly davs, got up to the
top of 2 high hill in one of the Onest parts of
Western Australia. He got up there, locked
all round, and made hiz proclamation: “All the
land that 15 in sight from the top of this hil I
claim for myself: and gY the land that is out of
sight 1 claim for my son John'

That story is of universal application. Land
titles everywhere come from just such appro-
priation.  Mow, under certain circnmstances,
appropriation can give a right. Yeu invite a
company of gentlemen to dinner, and you say
to them, “Be seated, gentlemen,” and 1 get into
this chair, Well, that zeat, for the time being,
s mine by the right of appropration. It would
be very ungenilemanly, it would be very wrong,
for any of the other guesis to Come up and
say, “Get out of that chair, Twant to sit there!”
ot that right of possession, whith i3 good so
far as the chair 12 concerned for the Yme, does
1ot give me a right to appropriate all there is
ts on the table belore me  Urant thet & man
has a wight to appropriate such natural ele-
ments as be can use, has ke any right % ap-
propriate more than he can use? Has a gusst,
in such a case as I have supposed, a right to
appropriate more than he needs, and make
cther poople stand up? That is what is done.

Why, ook all over the country—iook at
this town or any other town. If men took
only what they wanted to use we should zll
‘have enough; but they take what they do not
want to use at all. Here are a lot of English-
men coming over here and getting titles to our
land in vast %; what do they want with

o

and? They do not want it st all; it is not

they have no use for
hiey want is the income
in a lide
come come {rom?

iabor of Armeri-

:3 POOT can
1 patmeal or on po-
azry. 1 could tell
Eng to a
e how this

is ravaging Ialy (the Pellagra), T sai
“There is plenty of fish; why don’t
fish? There is plenty of gams.
laws are against it, but cannot the
the sly?” “That,” he said, “never enters their
heads. Why, if a man was even suspected of
having a taste for trout or grouse he would
have to leave at once.” Thers is no difficuliy
in discovering what makes those psople poor.
They have no right to anything that naturs
gives them. All they can make above a living
they must pay to the landlord. They not oniy
have to pay for the land that they use, but they
have to pay for the seawead that comes ashore
and for the turf they dig from the bogs. They
dare not improve, for any improvements they
make are made an excuse for putting up the
rent. These people who work hard, live in
hovels, and the landlords, who do not work at
aill—oin! they live in luxury in London or Paris.
¥f they have hunting boxes there, why, they are
magnificent castles as compared with the hovels
in which the men live who do the work., Is
there any question as to the cause of the pov-
erty there!

MNow, go into the cities, and what do you see?
Why, you see even s lower depth of poverty;
ay. it I wounld peint out the worst evils of land
monopoly I would not take you te Connemara;
I would not take you to Skye or Kintyre—I
watild take you to Dublin, Glasgow or London.
‘I'here is sormething worse than physical depri-
vation, something worse than starvation; and
that is degradation of the mind, the death of
the soul. That is what you will find in those
cities,

How, what is the cause of that? Why, it is
plainly to be seen; the people driwsn off the
lznd in the country are driven into the slums
of the cities. For every man that iz driven off
the land, the demand for the produce of the

workmen of the city is lessened; znd the man

himself, with his wife and childrsn, 13 forced
among those workmen to compets upon any

‘terms for a bare living and foroe wagzes down.

Get work he must or starve—gst work he must,
or do that which those people, so long as they
maintain their manly feelings, dread more than
death, go to the almshouse. 'That is the
reason, here as in Great Hritain, that the cities
are overcrowded. Cpen the land that is locked
up, that is held by dogs-in-the-manger, who
will not use it themselves and will not allow
anybody else to use it, and you would scz2 no
mere of tramps and hear no more of over-
production.

Tie utter absurdity of this thing of private
property in land! I dely anyene o show me
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any good from i, look where vou please. Go
out to the new lands, where my attention was
first called to i, or go to the heart of the
capital of the world—London. Ewverywhere,
when your eyes are once opened, you will zee
its inequality and you will see its absurdity.
You do not have to go farther than Burlington.
You have here a most beautiful site for a city,
but the city itself, as compared with what it
might be, is a miserabls straggling town. A
gentleman showed me today a big hole along-
side one of your streets. The place has been
filled up 21 around it, and this hole is left. Itis
neither pretty nor useful. Why does that hole
stay ther=? Well, it stays there because some-
body claims it as his private property. There
is a man, this gentleman teld me, who wished
to ‘grade ancther lot, and wanted somewhere
to put the dirt he took off it, and he offered to
buy this hole so that he might fill it up. Now,

it wonld have been 2 good thing {or Burling-
ton 1o have 1t tilled up. 2 good thing for vou all
—your town would look better, and you vour-
selves would b2 in no danger of tumbling into
it some dark pight. Why, my friend pointed
ont to me another similar hole in which water
had collected, and told me that two children
had been drowned there. And ke likewise told
e that a drunken man some vears ago had
fallen inte such a hole, and had brought a suit
against the vity which cost you taxpavers some
$11,000. Clearly it is fo the interests of you all

to have that particular hole T am talking of

filled up. The man who wanted to 60 it up
offered the hole-owrner $300. Bui the hole-
owner refused the offer, and declares he will
hold ocut until he can get $1,000; and, in the
meanwhile, that unsightly and dangerous hole
must remain. That is but an lustration of
private property in land.

“Wop Tax and a Pension for Evervbodvy”

You may sze the same thing a1l over this
counry. See how injuriously in the agricultural
districts this thing of private property in land
effects the roads and the distances between the
people. A man does not take what land he
wants, what he can use; but he takes ail he
can get, and the consequence is that his next
neighbor has to go furiker along, people are
separated from each other further than they
oucht to be, to the increased diffculiy of pro-
duction, to the loss of neighborhocd and com-

-nanionship. They have more roads to maintain

than they can decently maintain; they must
do more work to get the same results, and life
iz in every way harder and drearier.

When yon come to the cities, it is just the
other way. In the country the people are too
much scattered: in the great cities they are
too crowdsd. Go to a city like New York,
and there they are jamimed together like sar-
dines in a box, living family upon family, one
above the other. It iy an utterly unnatural
and unwholesome life. How can you have
anything like a horhe in a tenement of two or
three rooms? How can children be brought up
healthily with no place to play? Two or three
weeks ago I read of a New York judge who
fined two little boys five dollars for plaving
hop-scotch on the sireet—where else could
they play? Private property in lund had rob-
bed them of all place to play. Hven a temper-
ance man, who had in rad the subject,
said that in his.epinten the gin palaces of Lone
don wers a pogitive good in this, that they en-

abled the people whose abodes were dark and
squalid rooms to see a little brightness, and
thus prevent them from going whelly mad.

What is the reason for this overcrowding of
cities? There 15 no natural reason. Take New
York, one-half of its area is not built upon,
Why, then, must people crowd together as they
do there? Simply because of private gwner-
ship of land. There is plenty of room to budld
houses, and plenty of penple who want to build
houses, but before anvhody can build a houss
a blackmail price must be paid to some dog-in-
the-manger. It cosis, in many cases, more 1o
get vacant ground upon which te build & house
than it does to build the house. And then
what happens to the man who pays this black-
mail and builds a house? Down comes the
tax-gatherer and fines him for building the
house.

It is so all over the United State
who improve, the men who tirn

10 2 building
v, or cultivates 4 farm,
i not merely taxed for it
sases out of ten, the land
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sl mGre
iming ot or the adioining 160
acres that some speculator is holding as a mere
dog-in-the-mangsr, not uwsing it himsel, and
not allowing anybody slse to use it

T am talking too long; but let me, in a few
words, point out the way of getting 1id of land
monopoly, securing the right of all to the ele-
ments which are necessary for life. We could
not divide ihe land. In a rude stats of socisty,
as among the anclent Hebrews, giving each
family its lot, and making i inalienabls, wa
might secure something like eqguality. But in
a coraplex civilization that will not suffice. It
i not, bowever, necessary to divide up the
fand, All that is necessary is o divide up the
income that comes from the land. In that way
we can securs absolute equality; nor could the
adoption of this principle involve any ruds
shock or violent change. It can be brought
about gradually and easily by abolishing the
taxss that now rest upon capital, labor, and
improvements, and raising all our public reve-
nues by the tazadon of jand values; and the
fonger you think of it the clearer you will sea
that in every possible way it will be a benefit,

How, supposing we should abolish all other
taxes, direct and indirect, substituting for them
a tax upon land valuss, what would be the eof-
f2012 In the first place, it wouid be to kil spaca-
Iative values. 1t would be to remove from the
newser pares of the country the bulk of the tax-
ation, and put it on the richer parts. It would
be to exempt the pioneger from taxation, and
make the larger cities vay more of it It would
be to relicve energy and enterprise, capital and
labor, from =1l those burdens that now bear
upon them. “What a stars that would give
production! In the second place, we could, from
the value of iand, not merely pay all the present
expenses of government, but we conld do infi-
nitely more. In the city of San Francisco,
James Lick left a few bloc
used for public purposes ithere, and the rent
armoumnts to so much, that out of it will be built
the Iarge

which he n
than the ad

LY 1€

fie buildings, and various
costly monuvments,  fL instead of these few
. %, k3

.

. where land values are
ith such cities as Chi-

cago and SHar

zo, you could do many
things for v i
Ee)

al benefit and public improve-
ment did you appropriate to public purposes
the land values that now o to individuals.
Wou could have a great free library; you could

> sadlery ;) you could get yourselves a
public park, a magnificent public park 1oo.
You have here one of the finest narvral sites
for a beautiful town that I know of, and I have
traveled much. You might make on this site a
city that it would be a pleasure to live in. You
will not, as you go now—ohf no! Why, the
very fact that you have a magnificent view
here will cause somebody to hold on all the
more tightly to the land that commands this
view, and charge higher prices for it. The
Siate of New York wants to buy a strip of land
8o as to enable the people to see the Niagara,
but what a price she must pay for it! Look
at all the great cities; in Philadelphia, for in-
stance, in order to build their great city hall
they had to block up the only two wide streets
they had in the city. Everywhere you go you
tnay see how private property in land prevents
public as well as private improvement.

But I have no time to enter further into de-
tails. I can only ask you to think upon this
thing, and the more you will see its desirabil-
ity. As an English friend of mine puts it, “No
taxes and a peasion for everybody”; and why

should it not be? To take land values for pub- .

ke purposes is not really to impose a tax, but
to take for public purpeses a value created by
the community. And out of the fund which
would thus accrue from the common property,
we might, without degradation to anybody,
provide enough actually to secure from want
all who were deprived of their natural protec-
tors, or met with accident; or any man who
should grow so old that he could not work. All
prating that is heard from some quarters about
its hurting the common people to give them
what they do not work for is humbug. The
truih is, that anything that injures seif-respect,
degrades, does harm; but if you give it as a
right, as something to which every citizen is
entitled, it does not degrade. Charity schools
do degrade the children that are sent to them,
but public schoels do not. ,

But all such benefits as these; while great,
would be incidental. The great thing would be
that the reform I propose would tend to open
opportunities to labor and emable men te pro-
vide employment for themselves. That is the
great advantage. We should gain the enorm-
ous productive power that is going to waste
all over the country, the power of idle hands
that would gladly be at work. And that re-
moved, then you would see wages begin to
mount.

It is not that everyone would turn farmer,
or everyone build himself a house if he
had an opportunity for deing so, but so
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many could, and would, 33 to religve the pras-  The more you think of it the mere clearly vou
sure on the labor market and provide employ-  will see what 1 say is trus. ¥ f;a;mg;hi; e
ment for all others. And ss wages mounted t0  to convince you in talking for an bowr or twﬁ
the higher levels then you would ses the pro- but 1 shall be content if T shall put vou upf:;
ductive power increased. The country where inquiry. Think for yourselves: ask vourselves
wages are high is the country of greatest pro- whether this widespread fact of poverty is not
ductive power. Where wages are highest a crime, and a crime for which everyone of us
there will invention be most active; there will man and woman, who doss not do what he {3;‘
labor be most intelligent; there will be the she can do to call attention o it and to do
greatest yield for the expenditure of exertion. away with it, is responsible. )

Let the standard be lifted that all may see it;

Let the advance be sounded that all may hear it

Let those who would fall back, fall back,

Let those who would oppose, oppose—

Everywhere are those who will rally.

The stars in their courses fight against Sisera? gy,
. Sisera was the Cananite general! who led King Jabin’s army against the rebels of Isracl when they dems

th: immediate restoration of the land to the people, The prophetess Deborah, who foreioid his denth -
a great song for the victory, in wkich occurs—“The stars in their courses fought against isais i AE‘J uieeny

"HORTSIGHTED is the philosophy which counts on selfishness as the master motive
- of human action. It is blind to facts of which the world is full. It sces not the present,
fwams® and reads not the past aright. If you would move men to action, to what shall Vet Ape
peal? Not to their pockets, but to their patriotism, not to selfishness, but to sympathy.
Self-interest is, as it were, a mechanical force—potent, it is true; capable of large and wids re-
sults. But there is in human nature what may be likened to a chemical force; which melts and
fuses and overwhelms; to which nothing seems impossible. “All that a man hath will he give
for his lif¢"—that is self-interest. But in loyalty to higher impulses men wili given even life,
It is not selfishness that enriches the annals of every people with heroes and saints. It is
not selfishness that on every page of the world’shistory bursts out in sudden splendor of noble
deeds or sheds the soft radiance of benignant lives. It was not selfishness that turned Gautama’s
back to his royal home or bade the Maid of Orleans lift the sword from the altar: that held the
Three Hundred in the Pass of Thermopylae, or gathered intc Winkelried’s bosom the sheaf of
spears; that chained Vincent de Paul to the bench of the galley, or brought little starving chil-
dren, during the Indian famine, tottering to the relief stations with yet wesker gtarvelings in
their arms. Call it religion, patriotism, sympathy, the enthusiasm for humanity, or the love of
God—give it what name you will; there is yet a force which overcomes and drives out selfish-
ness; a force which is the electricity of the moral universe; a force beside whick 2! others are
weak. Hverywhere that men have lived it has shown its power, and today, as ever, the world is
full of it. To be pitied is the man who has never seen and never felt it. Lock arcund! among
common men and women, amid the care and the struggle of daily life, in the jar of the noisy
street and amid the squalor where want hides—every here and there is the darkness Hghied with
the tremulous play of its lambent flames. He who has not seen it has walked with shut eyes. He
who looks may see, as says Plutarch, that “the soul has a principle of kindness in itself, and iz
born to love, as well as to perceive, think, or remember.” —Henry George.

Let the time-servers, the demagogues, the compromisers, to whom nothing is right s
nothing is wrong, but who are always seeking to find some half-way house between right
and wrong—let them all go their ways. Any cause which can lay hold of a great truth is the
stronger without them. If the earnest men among the Irish leaders abandon thelr present half-
hearted, illogical position, and take their stand frankly and firmiy upon the principle that the
youngest child of the poorest peasant has as good a right to tread the soil and breathe the air
of Ireland as the eldest son of the proudest duke, they will have put their fight on the right line.
Present defeat will but pave the way for future victory, and each step won makes easier the
next. Their position will be not only logically defensible, but will prove the stronger the more
it is discussed: {or private property in land-——which never arises from the natural perceptions of
men, but springs historically from usurpation and robbery—is something so utterly absurd, so
outragesuszly unjust, so clearly a waste of productive farces and a barrier to the most profitabie
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Hee of matural opportunities, so thoroughiv opposed to all scund maxims of public policy, so
glaringly in the way of further progress, that it iz only tolerated because the majority of men
never think about it or hear it gquestioned. COmuce fairly arraign it, and it must be condemned;

omce call upon its advocates to exhibit its claims, and their cause is lost in advance.

—H.G.

T+ seems to e certain that the moral faculiies constitute a truer guide than the intellectual
taculties, and that what, in reality, we should never forget, is not that the moral faculties are
anirustworthy, but that those faculties may be dulled by refusal to heed them, and distorted by

the promptings of selfishness,

S0 trae, so ineradicable is the meral sense, that where selfish-

ness or passion would ontrage it, the intellectual faculties are always called upon to Supyly
excnse. Mo unjust war was ever begun without some pretense of asserting right or redressing
wrong, of, despite themselves, of doing some good to the conguersd.  No petty thisf but makes

for himself some justification.

It is doubtful i any deliberate wrong is ever committed, it is

certain no wioagtol course of acton is ever continued, without the framing of some theory
which may dull or placate the moral sense. ]

And while as to things apprehended sclely by the intellectual faculties the greatest diversi-
ties of perception have obtained and still ¢btain among men, and those percepiions constantly
change with the growth of knowledge, there is a striking consensus of moral p{:me‘ptions. In
all stages of social development, and under all forms of religion, no matter how distorted by
seifish motives and inteliectual perversions, truth, justice, and benevolence have ever been
esteemed, and all our intellectusl progress has given us no higher moral ideals than have

obtained among primitive psoples.

OMITTED FROM THE SPOON RIVER ANTHOLOGY

(W ithout apology to Bdgar Les Masters, but with the feeling rather that he owes an apology for the omission.}

i was the leading single taxer in
Spoon River,

T srganized its frst singletay club

T once saw Henry George bimself

And T knew Louis ¥, Fost

And Daniel Kiefer,

I wrote articles for the press

About taxation probisms,

Was a Auent talker

And ecould prove the falgities of
Karl Marx to anybody

But g socialist

T was cadled the John 2, White

f Soooen Kiver,

We had 2 foudishing

And enterizined an TR

Who cams o Spoon River.

Singletax became favorablvknown
To ihe Better Blemenisof Soclely.
ke congregaticnal minister

Preached a sermon on it

We had 2 debate at the high
schouol,

“Resolved that single singletax is
seientific”

We had an exclusive membership
Of cultured persons

Firclessly devoted to the cause of
Raiional taxation.

¥ 1 had lived ancther year
¥ would have gong to the jegis-
laturs

Whaere I could have scrutinized
Every measure

In its relation to the Philosophy
Of singletax.

¥irp there arose in our midst

A band of irresponsible agitators

Whe stirred up the people

Ta open the landl

They were emotionalists

And would not discuss calmly a
comprornise with thoss who do
not eare for the immediate
Practise of thelr preaching.

men diiven o prosttue

for = vl

i
Aparchists, syndicalists,
FPeople like that!

With anybodywho would struggle
Tso change the land tenure

To uze and occupancy

Bight away!-

I opposed them eloquently

And with stratagem

For their radical demands

Would alienate from our Cause

The growing tolerance of the
corporaticns and business men,

The intsrest of the politicians

And ihe curiosity of club women,

Bankers, leading citizens, the
daily press

Would view us with distrust.

—Henry George.

Could anything be worse

For the success of a Forward
Movement?

T tried ¢o rally the old war horses

~'To stand by their colors

And preserve the sacred
And respectable
Singlistaz philosophy

In unsullied purity
From these aparchists
And distarbers.

But the agitators

Had the voting strength,

S0 Mrs. Jonesburg and I resigned
And stareed = Singletax Philo-

inch a year
0y annoyance
divrons.

i T had fived

We might have rehabilitated
Singistax in respectable circles.
But the idea

Of unscientific people

Led by agitators

Demanding the whole earth
Immediately!

Was too great a shock.

They said T died

Of heart failure.

But I don’t understand that
For the autopsy susrgeons
Couldn’t find such an organ
And said it had probabiy
Been absorbed

Iin my brain development.

” HE two greatest taxing humbugs in
. California are the corporation tax and
the tax on the gross carnings of pub-
lic utilities. They are even greater humbugs
than the personal property tax and the tax on
improvements because they succeed in hum-
bugging a greater number of people—because
they are more easily used to confuse the public
mrind and delay the single (one) tax on land
values, which alone is of any potence in the
abolition of pauperism.

The tax on the value of land is the only one
that doesn’t discourage industry or is not
passed on to the consumer. The tax on cor-
porations is a tax on business and manufacture,
Of such taxes Henry George wrote, in his
“Canons of Taxation”:

Taz meanufacturers, and the effect is to check
manufactaring: tax improvements, and the efect s
to lessen improvement; tax commerce, and the effect
is to lessen exchange; tax capital, and the effect is
to drive it away. EBut the whole value of land may
be taken in taxation, and the only eFect will be to
stirnulete industry, to open new opportunities to
capital, and to incresse the production of wealth.

The tax on the gross sarnings of the public
utilities (raiiroads, gas, electricity, ste) are not
paid out of the net earnings of the corporations,
but are merely handed on to the pubiie. N
railroad or gas company is any the poorer for
being taved on its earnings. They merely col-
lect the tax from the people-—and charge a
profit on the coilection. Qucting again from
the “Canons of Tazation”:

All tazes which add to prices are shifted from
hand to hkand, iscreasing as they go, uniil they
wtimatzly rest upon consemers, whe thas pay muoch
more than is received by the government.

What Henry George wrote was of general
application. Let us turn specifically to the so-
called “franchise taxes” of California in their
relation to a single (one) tax measure. Of
this, no less a legal authority than the author
of the iritiative and referendum laws of Cali-
fornia, Milton T. UP’Ren, thus writes:

Ons objection urged is that the amendment is
not a single tax measure because it does not provide
for taxing franchises——that it is not single tax be-
canse it provides for taxing land values alone!

What do they mean by “franchise?” Rights of
way over iand? T so, these values will be taxed
under this amendment, for such rights of way are,
of course, an interest in land., If they mean the right
to be and to exist ag & corporation, they are correct.
Buck privileges will not be taxed, for such taxes
are burdens upon indusities and ars passed on to
the consumer snd by him passed on snd still en

uniil they reach the man at the botiom of the social
scale who can no longer pass the burden [s3 I
others and who himself iz the leant able in Dear i,

Perhaps these critics object o abolishing the
Gross Income Tay now imposed upon public i;tiiéty
corporations. If so, they are pleading against re-
lieving the people of a most burdensome load, The
tax imposed upon public uiilities is not in fars paid
by them, but is passed on to the consumers of the
-utilities in the fixing of rates by the State Railroad
Commission. This i3 not the fault of the Commis.
sion but is the fault of the tex system, Therefore,
by abolishing the Gross Ircome ‘Taw, the rstes
charged to the consumers for heat, Hght, power,
gas, water, telephones, etc, will be reduced to the
extent that the corporations ars relieved from the
tax.

“I do not see how any Single taxer can pos-
sibly favor the continuance of the tax on cor-
porate franchises,” writes former Judge and ex-
Congressman James G. Maguire, who was for
many years closely associated with Fenry
George. To keep the record straight and make
doubly sure of his ground in thiz particular
instance, Judge Maguire wrote to the secretary
of the California Railroad Commission, znd
received this reply: ’

~ Replying to your favor of September, 7 {1916}, we
bez to inform you that the tax ior public utility cor-
porations in this state is always allowed by this
Commission, when valuing the atility’s property, for
rate fixing or other purposes.

The tax is considered the same as intersst on
bonds or other debt, and is allowed in full

Charles R. Detrick, secretary.

In view of this official statemen: (writes fudge
Maguire) I do not see how any single taxer can
possibly favoer the continuance of the iax on cor-
porate franchises, since it clearly appears o be sim-
ply an indirect taz—a most unjust znd oppressive
tax—on preducers and consumers.

Let vs suppose that this tax were regeired to
be stamped, a5 a separate item, on every Freight bili,
railroad ticket, water bill, etc., ete., how long does
anybody suppose the people would stand i?

The Railroad Commission is but doing its duty,
as prescribed by law, but the systemm is infamous,
and all who are its victims should veie for the pend-
ing Single Tax Amendment, as their strongest pro-
test against it.

The tax on the earnings of public utilities,
from which most of the state revenuves of Caliv
fornia are obtained, iz a subtle and dangerous
return to the old praciice of {arming out taxa-
tion privileges to private corperations. It is
precisely that, as the letter of Secretary Det.
rick to Judge Maguire plainly shows. Becauss
of this tax on their earnings, the utilities are
permitted to charge higher rates. The utilities
become tax collectors——in violation of the con-
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resis : cured, is the daty «
R . X or it is not. f it is, then the government has no

Bee. 6. The power of taxation shall never be sur- yignt ¢o prohibit some people from doing it, ia or-
3’“&?1‘2"{1?{&.@ or suspended by any grant or coutract 0 {ger 1o make monopohes for other more faverad
which the State shail be & party. people. In neither case is there justification or ex-
. . . . cuse for a franchise. The franchise tax is the }Je-

v this far o of its t o

LE;{ fhie ﬁmm} g {}f s iaxmb‘ power to the galized defense of franchise robbery, as a footpad’s
wiility corporations the state gains about $16,- License would be for highway robbery.
002,000—at a cost to the people of zbhout twice If a franchise tax were large enough to pay to
the amount. If this tax were removed and the public all the advantages of having a franchise,

. ) . e thm ¥l . 110 one would accept a franchise. Even were it thus
placed on land values, the Railroad Commis targs, it could but return what there was no need

slon, on its own showing, would enforce {5 its taking, and the taking would be from private
theaper rates—cheaper freight and passenger persons to whom the excess over the cost of service
rates, cheaper gas, power, and Light. belongs, in order to return it to the public treasury

T o —— . to which it doss not belong, minus the leakage and
Few Bigletarers or students of social ques steatage invotved in 30 doing.

tions are better known or their views more All the Great Adventurs Campaign will cost in
respected than Frank Stephens of Arden, Dela-  time and money would be well repaid if it did no
ware, who thus vigorously writes: more than sbolish franchise taxation, that cheaply-
) bought certificate of governmental recognition and
Buceess to the Great Adventure ampnan Not approval by which thievish monopoly borrows the
the least of the many things to its credit is its pra-  livery of heaven to serve the devil in. Yours for the
posad zbolition of franchise taxes. Hither the car- Single Tax,

N The Great Adventure campaign to open the hearts of Men
and ingpire them to—
B'ree the Land and Share the Resources of California
Lay the Golden Rule at the Base of Life!
What will be Your share?
tiere is the Opportunity—
To take an actual, tangible, definite step in a legal and
orderly manner
To achisve the First Necessity of an unenslaved Man-
hood on a free and open earth!
The rule of which once gained, the downward pressure toward greater human
degradation—toward increasing %ulc:lde crime, prostitution, and disem-
ployment—wiil be halted]
On a Lﬁ*’ee ‘*ﬁ& onen earth-—
Cooperation w;li be practicable, Teal Endwlduahsm will be possible,
atern a! sm’s profit can be shared by all,
The parent Pri ivilege will be dead! The voot cause of War will be gone!
The Mr:t;mi};r 03 of Comradeship may then begin to grow.
Dreams and longings of the Qrﬂwht@nm human hnart may then take shape.
Marn’s innate senge of justice (gans quibble)—
The human passion to utter freely the Soul’s fondagt boldest deepest urges—
Manhood’s need to be fearless and expansive—his everlasting search for the
Intangible!
Woranhood’s need for a wholesome earth on which to breed Courageous Men
—and lure them to higher daring with the “starry treachery of her eyes!’—

All thesa—and all the lesser or grealer thlngs of growth, happiness, peace, com-
sion and ex;}@rlenuﬁ—-—

Fy

fort, exn:
Whaiever it is that all or anv of us are after—

Al the - Begin -_mef

How can they otherwise berfm save—On a Free and Open Earth?

Wien you have ciphered the glory out of a thing there isn’t much of that thing left. e
With such 2 frantic rulttude of nagging reforms 1 think the world is ready for a man-sized truth for
a men-size wbe-Bobert 1D Towne
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" Diavis, Jobn W., Trbans, 1L Miler, ¥, L., Es
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“Tioshould be in evidence in wvery nook and corner

shall maks yon free” ¥elp us reveal Hemry George to the disiphborited of his own stats.
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To have omitted the following names from the Lt
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o the olerical ﬂmf%.@sz, in making the afphab
the names of these good Iriends, whose con

; m, of one w?mia stk im.;k which: cop
tribiitions lmlg?é make possible the Singls Tax campaigh o

Adtken, Feorer, Brookivn, M. Y. Hay, Hamilton, Amberst, Uhio Parter, Chas, ¥, Bodton, Mas
Barkis, B, Raneas City E-Eiii_, M{zm‘isﬁ Eﬁf:k wm«ii{; ;&i? sz’tfr’s:azld I, fim&gﬁ
Bastida, A. New York Holloway, &. © Preiske, Chas,, §
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Bearman, I M., Bapta Jruz, Cal Hopt, Erwis, L Hann, W, ; :
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Benton, John, Abernathy. Sasi isiman, John 3., Warrenswille 3 SO0 = T UtngEtavnl O
I Rk RELY, mask. Hurlbns Clavton 2 Preston, Ont Eose, &emua 4 Kansas T
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B{W‘{.kiﬁ, me,lia Congers, M. Y P g T
Beovell, €. H., Boston, Masg,
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Sholtes, Charles, Philadeln
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Bradley, Katmrma E., Olean, W, ¥,
Brenwan, 3., New Badford, Mass,
Bzmauiw% =, B FaY Biver, Wass.

Bur Mmiiex., Mrs {}aklﬁ L Tl
1. J. mwg, Auguest O, Baldmore, M

Bursham, F. T, Newton Cenver, :
Mass, Seniils, Horace T., Youngstows,)
Snediker, B, T, Kaﬁa san Uity Mg
Callaway, Joha, Leadvills, Coln. Wellintic, May W‘, Lx%m“"“*, Wio, fanyder, B. T, Detroiz, Mick.
Chubh, Alice B - Morristown, P EZM Fred'e A, Envder, ¥, W. &, .mhridg@;
C{}iiwr? Miviarn, Efm Angeles 3 5 {;‘}fo ) é:mdﬂrw om, B ., #iltonval
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Y Omtariy, Tal an Dusen, H. B, !

Domdsam, Lawrencs, Scarsdaie, WY, %§~€“ﬁ33, LN )

Ezmémﬂﬁ I ¥, Bed Ragk, Oal y
Engelsman, A, D, New ¥ork Bioran, mﬂwt

Foater, Alla ¥, RQ&;@%?‘
Fuliz, . 1., Mt Vernon, Obdo
rarvey, CThas, Cleveland, Oibio
iwiimer, W, ’E&/ﬂ Ban Francisco
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Wilson, Henzy H., Beaver, Pa.
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Youmans, Miss M. 5, Toronvo, Ong. -

Haggerty, Jos., Philadsip
1 YVeoungaiist, Jobm, Leadvills, Tiola

e to which showsd 5 redaction of s
sticns bave still further reduced 7

¥ 1 g‘gg f}"{)h; $21»3
ma 1;:':2;. Balanes”™ to $1100.

: - T eeq campaign of Henpy
George’s printed words—to lsave no i’k'ﬂ i 1o Tan—the “polor® of this
balance shotild be changed a: ange, B

- An efective way to help the new o to order guas re Weaekly Mo, &
contaning Henry Geerge’s own torse, uiiful, and simpie 2x § * B ot B Is amﬁ; o
Why We Urge 11.° A oo edition ui Q000 i= ready, and the raie i 50 cents }mm{lmdy %5 a thousande
mailed,  Help us to clrenlate, in California esspecialiy, a2 miliion copies of these as guickly as posgihla—io
be followed by another willion, It is the groatest staall, casy reading doowment on Dingle Tax ever written,
the state: over and over again it showld bw placed -
before svery one wiao can yead It may be relected Bfty thnes by a busy or obdurate person, but she -
Gity-firgt time be sess it he will sxplode—! ‘Condound i1 What is fiis Siogle Tax I sec everywhe s,?” Then
he's cauglit.  In ten minwies he will know-—and be hungry to know more.
This “Crime of Poverty” issne of Everyman must have the same treatment, Plates will be made of the
pages and, with these eoberemal lines replaced by guoiadons from * Frogress and Poverty,” we hove-a
miilon of these con be circulated thraowl the state, A milfion “Crimes Q‘f Foverty” and iweo of ithree
million “Single Taz, ¥What ¥ Is and Wiy We Uige It” will change the public thonght and feslipg i
Californis, knit lis head and heart 50 closely on the great bhuman i of & Free Bacth, that plutdoizey’s
shabbisst tricks and quibbles, or moat CULTARROUE ?mismzmd:a, will he mvwerlaﬁa to stay the rush of he:m‘ts :
and hands sager fo lay the Golden Fple at the base of e in November 1918, :
The Troth will prevall and save--iF it can b made known!  Toth and Love are the mdmmtz&b%e forces
of the world—whan ﬁmy can be made menifest to men.  The bumar crowd is }mnwry for thenn ¥
and Love wili pxevaz;wa we make them kuown, That “the iruth whall make vou fms:y is only o half tioth
—the other hall is that it must be koown, The whole quotation is, “¥e shall dmow the trurk, and the truth

Don't forget The Great Adventure’s &addmmw—l*m Angeles, 252 Douglas building,



